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The Andean Condor Vultur gryphus is a globally threatened and declining species. Prob-
lems of surveying Andean Condor populations using traditional survey methods are par-
ticularly acute in Bolivia, largely because only few roosts are known there. However,
similar to other vulture species, Andean Condors aggregate at animal carcasses, and are
individually recognizable due to unique morphological characteristics (size and shape of
male crests and pattern of wing coloration). This provided us with an opportunity to use
a capture-recapture (‘sighting-resighting’) modelling framework to estimate the size and
structure of an Andean Condor population in Bolivia using photographs of individuals
taken at observer-established feeding stations. Between July and December 2014, 28
feeding stations were established in ﬁve different zones throughout the eastern Andean
region of Bolivia, where perched and ﬂying Andean Condors were photographed.
Between one and 57 (mean = 20.2  14.6 sd) Andean Condors were recorded visiting
each feeding station and we were able to identify 456 different individuals, comprising
134 adult males, 40 sub-adult males, 79 juvenile males, 80 adult females, 30 sub-adult
females and 93 juvenile females. Open population capture-recapture models produced
population estimates ranging from 52  14 (se) individuals to 678  269 individuals
across the ﬁve zones, giving a total of 1388  413 sd individuals, which is roughly 20%
of the estimated Andean Condor global population. Future trials of this method need to
consider explicitly knowledge of Andean Condor movements and home-ranges, habitat
preferences when selecting suitable sites as feeding stations, juvenile movements and
other behaviours. Sighting-resighting methods have considerable potential to increase the
accuracy of surveys of Andean Condors and other bird species with unique individual
morphological characteristics.
Keywords: capture–recapture, feeding stations, ﬁeld photography, Neotropical vultures, sighting-
resighting, unique plumage characteristics.
Vultures and condors usually occur at low densi-
ties and have vast home-ranges (Gil et al. 2014,
Lambertucci et al. 2014), making them very difﬁ-
cult to survey and monitor. The group is also dis-
proportionally threatened and inherently
vulnerable to extinction when compared with
other bird groups (Sekercioglu et al. 2004). In fact,
70% of vulture species (16 of 23) are categorized
either as Globally Threatened (12 species) or Near
Threatened (four species) (BirdLife International
2017). Many vulture species also provide irre-
placeable ecological, economic and cultural ser-
vices, particularly in their role as scavengers
(Sekercioglu 2006, Ogada et al. 2012). Thus, pop-
ulation size estimates for these species are of great
importance in monitoring programmes or
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population recovery goal setting (Groom 2006,
Murn et al. 2013).
The Andean Condor Vultur gryphus is the lar-
gest Neotropical vulture species and has a range
extending from northern Colombia to southern-
most Argentina and Chile. It inhabits high-eleva-
tion montane areas with steep slopes and cliffs,
although individuals are occasionally found in
other montane habitats or along the Paciﬁc coast
(Ferguson-Lees & Christie 2001). The species is
listed as Near Threatened based on a suspected
population decline throughout its range, probably
linked to persecution and incidental poisoning,
among other threats (BirdLife International 2017).
There are few or no data on Andean Condor pop-
ulations across much of its range, except for scat-
tered locations along the Andes where its
populations have been estimated using point
counts (e.g. Lambertucci 2010, Escobar 2013,
Naveda-Rodrıguez et al. 2016), counts at carcasses
(e.g. Rıos-Uzeda & Wallace 2007) and moulted
feather analysis (e.g. Alcaide et al. 2010). Previous
studies in Bolivia have estimated its abundance at
the regional level (Rıos-Uzeda & Wallace 2007,
Mendez et al. 2015), but there has been no
nationwide population survey to inform appropri-
ate conservation measures for the species in this
priority region. Problems surveying Andean Con-
dors are particularly acute in Bolivia, as few roost
locations across a vast extent of topographically
complex landscapes are known. However, robust
population parameters may be derived from cap-
ture-recapture frameworks, which are primarily
based on the reliable individual identiﬁcation of
the studied animals (based on markings that do
not change or disappear during the sampling per-
iod), the counting of marked and unmarked ani-
mals that are detected during a sampling period
and the estimation of a capture probability
(Nichols 1992). As ﬁeld categorization by sex and
age in Andean Condors is reasonably straightfor-
ward (Ferguson-Lees & Christie 2001) and their
unique plumage characteristics and unique crest
and dewlap characteristics in adult males show no
change throughout periods of at least 3 months
and may even extend for years or even the whole
life of some individuals (Snyder et al. 1987,
McGahan 2011), the species can be surveyed
using a sighting-resighting approach, as has been
done to survey other animal species with individu-
ally unique morphological characteristics (Karanth
& Nichols 2002, Silver et al. 2004).
In this study, we use photographs of individual
Andean Condors attracted to strategically sited
feeding stations to assess the population size and
structure of the species across the eastern Andes
of Bolivia, corresponding to the largest portion of
the species’ range in the country (Balderrama et al.
2009). We used a sighting-resighting model to test
the suitability of such a set of survey feeding sta-
tions to generate population estimates and make
recommendations for employing this method for
future surveys of this and other bird populations.
METHODS
Study site and feeding station surveys
Surveys were conducted in the eastern Andean
region of Bolivia, encompassing the Cordillera Ori-
ental and Sub-Andino physiographical units, where
mountain ranges are interspersed with valleys, pla-
teaus, rocky outcrops and sharp montane peaks.
The ﬁeldwork was conducted above the treeline, a
habitat dominated by sparse puna-steppe grassland
(Navarro & Maldonado 2002, Ibisch & Merida
2003, Montes de Oca 2005). Between July and
December 2014, 28 equine carcasses (ethically
sourced from local farmers) were placed at prede-
termined feeding stations located randomly
throughout the eastern Andes of Bolivia aiming to
cover most of the region but also depending on
logistical constraints such as agreements and per-
missions from local communities to conduct sur-
veys (Fig. 1). Feeding stations were located in
undisturbed areas on the top of slopes or next to
rocky cliffs, and at a distance of ≥ 1 km from the
nearest village or main road. A primary observa-
tion hide was built 35–100 m from the carcass to
permit optimal viewing of perched and ﬂying
Andean Condors. A second hide was placed at a
suitable location within 100 m of the carcass so
that additional observers could focus primarily on
photographing ﬂying Condors. Each carcass was
monitored daily by two to four observers from
07:00 to 18:00 h until the carcass was completely
consumed (consumption time was 3–7 days). Car-
casses were placed one after another following the
numeration shown in Figure 1. The interval
between placing a carcass at the next feeding sta-
tion was between 1 and 13 days (Table S1).
The breeding season of Andean Condors is vari-
able, taking place mainly between September and
December, but it can occur at any time of year in
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the northern part of the continent (Saenz-Jimenez
et al. 2016). Although we could not ﬁnd any pub-
lished breeding records of Andean Condors in
Bolivia, our own observations suggested that the
breeding season of the species in this country takes
place mainly between December and March, and
thus we assume that our ﬁeldwork was conducted
outside the breeding season. Andean Condors
show territorial behaviour only during the breed-
ing season, when pairs defend their nest-sites but
not their feeding territories (Lambertucci &
Mastrantuoni 2008, McGahan 2011).
Identification of individual Condors from
photographs
Andean Condors were photographed from the
hides using a digital camera mounted on a digis-
coping adaptor attached to a spotting scope, plus
one or two bridge cameras, giving photographic
focal distances of up to 810–1550 mm. All
Andean Condors were categorized following the
age/sex categories developed by Rıos-Uzeda and
Wallace (2007). Adult Andean Condors were
identiﬁed from side-on proﬁle photographs of
perched individuals, by examining the variation in
wing covert pattern: speciﬁcally, the size, shape
and number of the black-and-white markings
(Fig. 2). Adult male identiﬁcation was comple-
mented by examination of crest morphology (size,
shape and roughness) and the size and shape of
dewlaps (Fig. 2). Individuals in other age/sex cate-
gories were identiﬁed by examining the variation
in primary wing-feather moult patterns and other
plumage particularities observable in ﬂying birds,
following the approach used by Snyder and John-
son (1985) and Stoynov et al. (2015) (Fig. S1).
Population estimates and individual
resightings
Andean Condor minimum population size and
corresponding population structure were derived
from the number of individually identiﬁed Con-
dors at all feeding stations. The association
between the number of resightings and sex and
Figure 1. Locations of the 28 survey feeding stations placed in the eastern Andes of Bolivia and within the zones delimited to con-
duct the ‘sight-resight’ analysis.
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Figure 2. Examples of variation in distinctive morphological characteristics of Andean Condors in (a) the crest and dewlap in adult
male condors and (b) the extent of black and white covert patterns in adult female Condors.
© 2018 The Authors Ibis published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of British Ornithologists’ Union
4 D. Mendez, S. Marsden & H. Lloyd
age categories was determined using a chi-square
independence test. For analytical purposes, feeding
stations were grouped into zones as follows: feeding
stations 1–5 in zone 1, stations 6–12 in zone 2, sta-
tions 13–18 in zone 4, stations 19–23 in zone 4 and
stations 24–28 in zone 5 (Fig. 1). Within each zone,
consecutively surveyed feeding stations were sepa-
rated into three distance categories: 0–50 km, 51–
100 km and > 100 km. Consequently, some of our
zones (2, 4 and 5) were located very close to each
other, with some feeding stations being closer to
feeding stations in a neighbouring zone than to
others in the same zone. Thus, it was likely that
some Andean Condors could be resighted outside
their ‘original’ zone. However, we decided to
restrict the resighting history to within-zone resight-
ings rather than use a spatial capture-recapture
approach because there is currently no way to deter-
mine empirically an adequate buffer zone or ‘habitat
mask’ around each capture point (the area within
one capture point that will have any chance of cap-
turing any individual within the population), as data
on Andean Condor movements from our study site
are lacking. We used chi-square independence tests
to assess the likelihood of resighting Andean Con-
dors at consecutively surveyed feeding stations vs.
non-consecutively surveyed feeding stations across
the three distance categories (i.e. the number of
resightings as a function of distance between feeding
stations and whether stations were surveyed consec-
utively or not).
Population size was estimated by ﬁtting a Jolly–
Seber open population model to the individual
Condor sighting history of each zone using the R
package RCapture (Baillargeon & Rivest 2007, Riv-
est & Baillargeon 2014, R Core Development
Team, 2015). We selected this approach based on
the assumptions that any Condor in the popula-
tion, within its own age and sex category, had an
equal chance of ﬁnding any feeding station and
had an equal chance of survival, and because open
population ‘sighting-resighting’ models have pro-
ven useful in population estimation for highly
mobile animals with large home-ranges (Amstrup
et al. 2001, McDonald & Amstrup 2001, Holm-
berg et al. 2009, O’Brien & Whitehead 2013). We
tested for a trap effect by comparing the Akaike’s
information criterion (AIC) values from the ﬁtted
model, with those from a second model ﬁtted with
a homogeneous trap effect (Baillargeon & Rivest
2007). Similar AIC values between the two mod-
els would indicate no trap effect, whereas
noticeably different AIC values would indicate the
presence of a trap effect.
RESULTS
Andean Condors were recorded visiting all feeding
stations, with the number of Condors counted at
each station ranging between one and 57
(mean = 20.2  14.6 sd). We had 566 Condor
observations from all feeding stations and were
able to identify 456 different individuals (our min-
imum population size estimate): 134 adult males,
40 sub-adult males, 79 juvenile males, 80 adult
females, 30 sub-adult females and 93 juvenile
females (Fig. 3). Sub-adult and adult age-classes
were dominated by males, whereas more juvenile
females were recorded than juvenile males. The
open population capture-recapture model pro-
duced population estimates for each of the ﬁve
zones (Table 1), resulting in a cumulative popula-
tion estimate of 1388 (413 sd) Andean Condors
for the entire study area. The model also indicated
that the Andean Condor population was probably
highest in zones 3 (678  268 sd individuals) and
2 (320  64 sd individuals). In zone 4, the test
for homogeneous trap effect had a much lower
AIC value than the ﬁtted model, suggesting that
the model with homogeneous trap effect has a
much better ﬁt to the data than the ﬁtted model
(Table 1). This is in stark contrast to the other
four zones, where the AIC values were almost
identical between the ﬁtted model and the test for
homogeneous trap effect.
Figure 3. The number of individually identiﬁed male and
female Andean Condors of different age categories.
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Considering all 566 Andean Condor observa-
tions, 110 (19.4%) were resightings, corresponding
to 91 individuals (20% of the 456 identiﬁed) that
were recorded at more than one station. Of these,
17 were adult males, 16 adult females, eight sub-
adult males, three sub-adult females, 21 juvenile
males and 26 juvenile females; a disproportionate
number of these resightings were juveniles
(v2 = 23.4, df = 5, P < 0.001; Fig. 4). Most of the
identiﬁed Andean Condors (n = 365, or 80%)
were recorded once, whereas 75 (82.4%) of the 91
resighted individuals were recorded twice, 14
(15.4%) individuals were recorded three times and
two individuals were recorded four (1.1%) and ﬁve
(1.1%) times, respectively. A total of 32 Andean
Condors were resighted outside their ‘original’
zone; 24 were resighted in zone 5 that had been
originally sighted in zone 2, four that were
resighted in zone 4 had originally been sighted in
zone 2, and another four that were resighted in
zone 5 had originally been sighted in zone 4.
Resightings made within each zone were signiﬁ-
cantly aggregated at feeding stations that were sep-
arated by ≤ 50 km (v2 = 13.34, df = 2,
P = 0.001), but resightings of Andean Condors
made throughout the study area were not signiﬁ-
cantly aggregated in either distance category, or
for consecutively surveyed or non-consecutively
surveyed feeding stations (v2 = 1.92, df = 2,
P = 0.38; Fig. S2).
DISCUSSION
Using carcasses placed at observer-established feed-
ing stations, we were able to attract and identify
Andean Condor individuals based on unique
morphological characteristics of bare skin (crest
and dewlap in adult males) and feather plumage
(moult, feather damage and/or coloration of all sex
and age groups) (Figs 2 and S1). Although we
found coincidences in primary ﬂight feather
moulting patterns, the combination of other mark-
ings (e.g. damaged feathers) allowed us to differen-
tiate all individuals (Fig. S1). For adult perched
Andean Condors, plumage patterns varied in the
size, shape and number of the fang-like black-and-
white markings that could be distinguished,
whereas for adult males, crest marks and shape
were unique to each individual (Fig. 2). For ﬂying
Andean Condors in the other age and sex classes,
primary ﬂight feathers moult and plumage particu-
larities varied in the number and position of miss-
ing feathers, the size of growing feathers, the
Table 1. Andean Condor population size estimates (total number of individuals  se) based on a Jolly–Seber open population
model, and model test for homogeneous trap effect, using the obtained sighting history from the ﬁve study site zones in the eastern
Andes of Bolivia.
Zone No. of captured units Population size estimate (se) Fitted model Test for homogeneous trap effect
1 33 52  14 Deviance = 23.5; df = 23
AIC = 57.6
Deviance = 21.9; df = 22
AIC = 58.0
2 125 320  64 Deviance = 63.4; df = 115
AIC = 138.6
Deviance = 63.3; df = 114
AIC = 140.4
3 117 678  269 Deviance = 13.0; df = 55
AIC = 65.5
Deviance = 13.0; df = 54
AIC = 67.4
4 84 141  22 Deviance = 41.7; df = 23
AIC = 96.2
Deviance = 30.7; df = 22
AIC = 87.3
5 97 197  44 Deviance = 22.4; df = 24
AIC = 64.6
Deviance = 19.7; df = 23
AIC = 63.9
Figure 4. Number of re-sightings in each age/sex class of
Andean Condor. AM, adult male, AF, adult female; SM, sub-
adult male; SF, sub-adult female; JM, juvenile male; JF, juve-
nile female.
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extent of feather damage and the position of dam-
aged feathers (Fig. S1). Detailed research on the
timing of Andean Condor moulting will be deﬁni-
tive in determining how long plumage patterns
remain as unique natural markings, thus ensuring
identiﬁcation accuracy, as has been documented
for California Condors Gymnogyps californianus
(e.g. Snyder & Johnson 1985). In captive Andean
Condors, moulting cycles for ﬂight feathers and
wing coverts can last for approximately 2 years,
with individuals maintaining invariable plumage
for 3–5 months (McGahan 2011). The duration of
our surveys might possibly have allowed changes
in primary wing-feather moult patterns, leading to
violation of one of the model assumptions (‘tag-
ging is accurate, no tag loss, no misread tags’) for
individuals in age/sex categories other than adult
males. Future surveys, particularly those longer
than used here, might consider the use of N-mix-
ture models (e.g. using the pcountOpen function
in R package unmarked; Fiske & Chandler 2011)
to control for potential changes in moult patterns.
We derived a minimum population size of 456
Andean Condors for the eastern Andes of Bolivia.
In contrast, previous photographic studies from
the same region estimated minimum population
sizes of 78 and 253 individuals in the Apolobamba
Mountains, and in the central and southern Andes
of Bolivia, respectively (Rıos-Uzeda & Wallace
2007, Mendez et al. 2015). Both studies used the
numbers and proportion of adult males in the pop-
ulation to extrapolate their estimates, whereas the
minimum population size obtained in this study is
a direct count of identiﬁed Condors in all age and
sex classes; such an approach allowed us to omit
the high variability of vulture group size at feeding
stations that could result in misleading population
estimates or perceptions of abundance (Margalida
et al. 2011).
The population structure of Andean Condors
we recorded is similar to those observed by Rıos-
Uzeda and Wallace (2007) and Mendez et al.
(2015) in that the population is slightly skewed
towards adult males and immature birds (sub-
adults and juveniles). Sex ratios skewed towards
adult males are typical of many threatened species
(Donald 2007) and have been reported in other
Andean Condor populations (Koenen et al. 2000,
Sarno et al. 2000, Lambertucci 2010). As both
parents perform incubation and caring of the chick
(Lambertucci & Mastrantuoni 2008), the apparent
lack of adult females is unlikely to be related to
these roles, but they may be subject to higher
mortality rates, a situation that can be exacerbated
by disturbance, anthropogenic land transformation
and persecution (see Lambertucci et al. 2012).
It is noteworthy that in all population estimates
for the Bolivian Andes, sub-adult Andean Condors
represent the smallest portion of the population
(see Rıos-Uzeda & Wallace 2007, Mendez et al.
2015, this study). Immature Condors could be
experiencing high mortality rates, as they tend to
use more disturbed habitats than adults (Donazar
et al. 1999) and may therefore feed on poisoned
baits. Research from the UK has shown that non-
breeding Red Kites Milvus milvus (aged 1 and
2 years) are more likely to explore the wider land-
scape to set up their own breeding territory and
hence are more likely to come into contact with
illegally placed poisoned baits (Smart et al. 2010).
On the other hand, juvenile male and female Con-
dors are the least dominant when accessing car-
casses and may feed on smaller amounts of carrion
as a consequence of intraspeciﬁc competition
(Wallace & Temple 1987, Donazar et al. 1999).
We found no trap effect (i.e. no ‘trap-happy’ indi-
viduals) in four of our ﬁve study zones (Table 1),
so the greater number of juvenile resightings across
the majority of the study area may be due to juve-
niles feeding more frequently to satisfy their
requirements. However, our models revealed that
some Andean Condors may have become ‘trap-
happy’ at zone 4 feeding stations, i.e. some of the
identiﬁed individuals were more likely to be
resighted at zone 4 feeding stations compared with
sighting ‘new’ individuals less familiar with the
baited station (Table 1). This could lead to under-
estimation of the Andean Condor population in
this zone. To overcome this, we suggest setting
out feeding stations for a number of days before
the ﬁrst survey is undertaken, to allow Andean
Condors in the local population to become equally
‘trap-happy’. However, careful consideration must
be given to the practicalities of doing this over
large geographical studies such as this. In addition,
the use of covariates to model detectability and
abundance (with conﬁdence intervals) at feeding
stations could help to determine whether
detectability is constant across feeding stations,
and identify the feeding stations where lower
detection probabilities may lead to inﬂated overall
population estimates.
Our open population model estimate of 1388
(413 sd) Condors for an area of c. 42 000 km2 is
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intermediate between previous estimates from
Argentina and Ecuador and reveals a decline in
population size from south to north. The esti-
mated population size for an area of c. 6300 km2
was 260–332 individuals in northwest Patagonia
(Lambertucci 2010), whereas a population of 94–
102 in an area of 49 550 km2 was estimated in
Ecuador (Naveda-Rodrıguez et al. 2016). Andean
Condor density estimates (the number of individu-
als per 100 km2) also show a similar pattern,
decreasing from 4.13 to 5.27 in northwest Patago-
nia (Lambertucci 2010), to 3.30 in Bolivia (our
study) and to 0.19–0.20 for Ecuador (Naveda-
Rodrıguez et al. 2016). Dissimilarities in ﬁeld pro-
cedures and data analysis prevent a more in-depth
comparison; however, it is noteworthy that
approximately 20% of the estimated Andean Con-
dor global population of 6700 individuals (BirdLife
International 2017) occurs in Bolivia, highlighting
the importance of the country for the conservation
of this species. Suitable habitat for the Andean
Condor is not evenly available across our study
area and this may explain the variation in popula-
tion estimates across the ﬁve zones (Table 1).
Zone 1 (Fig. 1) is located within the narrowest
portion of the eastern Andes of Bolivia (Montes de
Oca 2005) and represents around one-ﬁfth of the
distribution range of the Andean Condor in Bolivia
(Balderrama et al. 2009), so it is reasonable to
expect that the population estimate is lowest in
zone 1 and higher in the other four zones situated
within the largest portion of the eastern Andes of
Bolivia.
The provision of supplementary food at feeding
stations (‘vulture restaurants’) is a common strat-
egy to help reverse declines in wild vulture popu-
lations (e.g. Sarrazin et al. 1994, Tauler-Ametller
et al. 2017) where food is the critical limiting fac-
tor (Piper et al. 1999, Piper 2006). The use of
feeding stations and vulture safe zones (e.g. Murn
et al. 2014) is likely to increase in the future (Dey-
gout et al. 2009) given the ongoing threats to vul-
ture populations caused by contaminated carcasses
(e.g. Green et al. 2004, Oaks et al. 2004, Gilbert
et al. 2007). These conservation measures repre-
sent opportunities to conduct photographic sight-
ing-resighting surveys on other vulture species
with unique morphological characteristics (e.g.
Murn 2012) or for populations with colour-tagged
individuals. Assessments of population structure
based on plumage patterns have previously been
conducted from feeding stations for Egyptian
Vulture Neophron percnopterus (e.g. Meretsky &
Mannan 1999), from long-term transect counts at
nesting sites for Oriental White-backed Vulture
Gyps bengalensis (e.g. Gilbert et al. 2006, Arshad
et al. 2009) and from vantage points situated
within critical foraging areas for California Con-
dors (e.g. Snyder & Johnson 1985). Modiﬁcations
to our method could be applied to populations of
other bird species such as macaws and other par-
rots, which have large home-ranges and feed on
ephemeral food sources such as fruiting trees or at
clay-licks, using a combination of unique plumage
and beak characteristics (e.g. Munn 2006, Usher
et al. 2016). Future applications of these sighting-
resighting methods on any bird species with
unique natural markings that congregate to feed
will need to give careful consideration to the effec-
tive area to be surveyed and to the number and
distance between ‘feeding stations’. Ideally this
should be determined by experimental examina-
tion of the area of inﬂuence of the primary food
resource as bait (e.g. palm nuts for macaws – see
Munn 2006, animal carcasses for Andean Condors
– see Gomez de Segura et al. 2012), along with
data on the minimum home-range for the species
(e.g. the lower estimate for an Andean Condor is
2700 km2, Alarcon et al. 2013) and the number of
home-ranges likely to be surveyed. Information on
the home-range size for many of these species is
lacking, but evidence from this study suggests that
for future Andean Condor studies at least, feeding
stations should be no further apart than 100 km,
and should be baited and surveyed simultaneously.
In conclusion, we have demonstrated that our
photographic sighting-resighting method is a feasi-
ble approach for providing reliable estimates of
the size and structure of Andean Condor popula-
tions. Adopting this method for other Andean
Condor populations, for other bird species with
unique morphological characteristics (e.g. Bretag-
nolle et al. 1994, Arroyo & Bretagnolle 1999) or
for other naturally patterned taxa (e.g. Elgue et al.
2014, Dala-Corte et al. 2016, Balaguera-Reina
et al. 2017, Villafa~ne-Trujillo et al. 2018) could
lead to the development of speciﬁc sex- or age-
class conservation measures to help bolster threat-
ened population recovery efforts.
This research was made possible by the generous fund-
ing of The Peregrine Fund (Neotropical Science and Stu-
dent Education Program), the British Ornithologists’
Union (BOU) Small Ornithological Research Grant and
© 2018 The Authors Ibis published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of British Ornithologists’ Union
8 D. Mendez, S. Marsden & H. Lloyd
a Neotropical Bird Club Conservation Award to D.M.
Many thanks to Vincent Bretagnolle, Leonardo Maffei,
Nuno Negroes and Andrew Noss for their suggested
improvements to the manuscript. Many thanks to Louis-
Paul Rivest who assisted D.M. in the use of the RCap-
ture R package. We thank the Servicio Nacional de
Areas Protegidas de Bolivia (SERNAP) for their assis-
tance in the ﬁeld. M. G. Heredia and T. Guerrero are
thanked for their assistance in the ﬁeld. While conduct-
ing the ﬁeldwork, D.M. was coordinating the Proyecto
Condor Andino at Asociacion Civil Armonıa in Bolivia.
Staffan Roos, Rebecca Kimball and three anonymous
reviewers greatly improved the manuscript.
REFERENCES
Alarcon, P., Lambertucci, S., Morales, J.M., Wiemeyer, G.,
Mastrantuoni, O., Shepard, E., Sanchez-Zapata, J.A.,
Blanco, G., De la Riva, M., Hiraldo, F. & Donazar, J.A.
2013. La ecologıa del movimiento: tras los pasos del condor
andino. Desde Patagon. 10: 2–10.
Alcaide, M., Cadahıa, L., Lambertucci, S.A. & Negro, J.J.
2010. Noninvasive estimation of minimum population sizes
and variability of the major histocompatibility complex in the
Andean Condor. Condor 112: 470–478.
Amstrup, S.C., McDonald, T.L. & Stirling, I. 2001. Polar
bears in the Beaufort Sea: a 30-year mark-recapture case
history. J. Agric. Biol. Environ. Stud. 6: 221–234.
Arroyo, B. & Bretagnolle, V. 1999. Field identiﬁcation of
individual Little Bustard Tetrax tetrax males using plumage
patterns. Ardeola 46: 53–60.
Arshad, M., Chaudhry, M.J.I. & Wink, M. 2009. High
mortality and sex ratio imbalance in a critically declining
Oriental White-backed Vulture population (Gyps
bengalensis) in Pakistan. J. Ornithol. 150: 495–503.
Baillargeon, S. & Rivest, L.P. 2007. Rcapture: Loglinear
Models for Capture-Recapture in R. J. Stat. Softw. 19: 1–31.
Balaguera-Reina, S.A., Venegas-Anaya, M., Rivera-Rivera,
B. & Densmore, L.D. 2017. Scute patterns as an individual
identiﬁcation tool in an American Crocodile (Crocodylus
acutus) population on Coiba Island. Panama. J Herpetol. 51:
523–531.
Balderrama, J.A., Quiroga C., Martınez.D.O. & Crespo, M.
2009. Vultur gryphus. In Ministerio de Medio Ambiente y
Agua, Libro Rojo de la Fauna Silvestre de Vertebrados de
Bolivia: 363–364. La Paz: Bolivia.
BirdLife International 2017. Vultur gryphus. IUCN Red List of
threatened species. Available at: http://www.birdlife.org
(accessed 10 July 2017).
Bretagnolle, V., Thibault, J.C. & Dominici, J.M. 1994. Field
identiﬁcation of individual ospreys using head marking
pattern. J. Wildl. Manage. 58: 175–178.
Dala-Corte, R.B., Moschetta, J.B. & Becker, F.G. 2016.
Photo-identiﬁcation as a technique for recognition of
individual ﬁsh: a test with the freshwater armored catﬁsh
Rineloricaria aequalicuspis Reis & Cardoso, 2001
(Siluriformes: Loricariidae). Neotrop. Ichthyol. 14: e150074.
Deygout, C., Gault, A., Sarrazin, F. & Bessa-Gomes, C.
2009. Modelling the impact of feeding stations on vulture
scavenging service efﬁciency. Ecol. Modell. 220: 1826–
1835.
Donald, P.F. 2007. Adult sex ratios in wild bird populations.
Ibis 149: 671–692.
Donazar, J.A., Travaini, A., Ceballos, O., Rodrıguez, A.,
Delibes, M. & Hiraldo, F. 1999. Effects of sex-associated
competitive asymmetries on foraging group structure and
despotic distribution in Andean Condors. Behav. Ecol.
Sociobiol. 45: 55–65.
Elgue, E., Pereira, G., Achaval-Coppes, F. & Maneyro, R.
2014. Validity of photo-identiﬁcation technique to analyze
natural markings in Melanophryniscus montevidensis
(Anura: Bufonidae). Phyllomedusa 13: 59–66.
Escobar, V. 2013. Censo de Condor andino (Vultur gryphus).
La Chiricoca 16: 38–44.
Ferguson-Lees, J. & Christie, D.A. 2001. Raptors of the
World. London: Helm Identiﬁcation Guides.
Fiske, I. & Chandler, R. 2011. unmarked: An R Package for
ﬁtting hierarchical models of wildlife occurrence and
abundance. J. Stat. Softw. 43: 1–23.
Gil, J.A., Baguena, G., Sanchez-Castilla, E., Antor, R.J.,
Alcantara, M. & Lopez-Lopez, P. 2014. Home ranges
and movements of non-breeding Bearded Vultures tracked
by satellite telemetry in the Pyrenees. Ardeola 61: 379–
387.
Gilbert, M., Watson, R.T., Virani, M.Z., Oaks, J.L., Ahmed,
S., Jamshed, M., Chaudhry, I., Arshad, M., Mahmood, S.,
Ali, A. & Khan, A.A. 2006. Rapid population declines and
mortality clusters in three Oriental White-backed Vulture
Gyps bengalensis colonies in Pakistan due to diclofenac
poisoning. Oryx 40: 388–399.
Gilbert, M., Watson, R.T., Ahmed, S., Asim, M. & Johnson,
J.A. 2007. Vulture restaurants and their role in reducing
diclofenac exposure in Asian vultures. Bird Conserv. Int. 17:
63–77.
Gomez de Segura, A., Martınez, J.M. & Alcantara, M. 2012.
Population size of the endangered Bearded Vulture
Gypaetus barbatus in Aragon (Spain): an approximation to
the Pyrenean population. Ardeola 59: 43–55.
Green, R., Newton, I., Shultz, S., Cunningham, A., Gilbert,
M., Pain, D. & Prakash, V. 2004. Diclofenac poisoning as a
cause of vulture population declines across the Indian
subcontinent. J. Appl. Ecol. 41: 793–800.
Groom, M.J. 2006. Threats to biodiversity. In Groom, M.J.,
Meffe, G.K. & Carroll, C.R. (eds) Principles of Conservation
Biology. 63–110. Sunderland: Sinauer.
Holmberg, J., Norman, B. & Arzoumanian, Z. 2009.
Estimating population size, structure, and residency time for
whale sharks Rhincodon typus through collaborative photo-
identiﬁcation. Endanger. Species Res. 7: 39–53.
Ibisch, P.L. & Merida, G. 2003. Biodiversidad: La Riqueza de
Bolivia. Estado de Conocimiento y Conservacion. Santa
Cruz de la Sierra: Editorial FAN.
Karanth, K.U. & Nichols, J.D. 2002. Monitoring Tigers and
Their Prey: A Manual for Researchers, Managers and
Conservationists in Tropical Asia. Bangalore: Centre for
Wildlife Studies.
Koenen, M.T., Koenen, S.G. & Yanez, N. 2000. An
evaluation of the Andean Condor population in northern
Ecuador. J Raptor Res. 34: 33–36.
Lambertucci, S.A. 2010. Size and spatio-temporal variations
of the Andean condor Vultur gryphus population in north-
west Patagonia, Argentina: communal roosts and
conservation. Oryx 44: 441–447.
© 2018 The Authors Ibis published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of British Ornithologists’ Union
Andean Condor population in Bolivia 9
Lambertucci, S.A. & Mastrantuoni, O.A. 2008. Breeding
behavior of a pair of free-living Andean Condors. J. Field
Ornithol. 79: 147–151.
Lambertucci, S.A., Carrete, M., Donazar, J.A. & Hiraldo, F.
2012. Large-scale age-dependent skewed sex ratio in a
sexually dimorphic avian scavenger. PLoS One 7: e46347.
Lambertucci, S., Alarcon, P., Hiraldo, F., Sanchez-Zapata,
J., Blanco, G. & Donazar, J. 2014. Apex scavenger
movements call for transboundary conservation policies.
Biol. Conserv. 170: 145–150.
Margalida, A., Oro, D., Cortes-Avizanda, A., Heredia, R. &
Donazar, J.A. 2011. Misleading population estimates:
biases and consistency of visual surveys and matrix
modelling in the endangered Bearded Vulture. PLoS One 6:
e26784.
McDonald, T.L. & Amstrup, S.C. 2001. Estimation of
population size using open sight-resight models. J. Agric.
Biol Environ. Stud. 6: 206–220.
McGahan, J. 2011. The Andean Condor: a ﬁeld study.
[Online]. Available at: bit.ly/2Ey45sY (accessed 15 July
2015).
Mendez, D.R., Soria-Auza, W.R., Vargas, F.H. & Herzog,
S.K. 2015. Population status of Andean Condors in central
and southern Bolivia. J. Field Ornithol. 86: 205–212.
Meretsky, V.J. & Mannan, R.W. 1999. Supplemental feeding
regimes for Egyptian Vultures in the Negav Desert. Israel. J.
Wildl. Manage. 63: 107–115.
Montes de Oca, I. 2005. Enciclopedia Geograﬁca de Bolivia.
La Paz: Editora Atenea S.R.L.
Munn, C. 2006. Turn the other cheek. Hyacinth photo IDs are
revealing. Psittacine 18: 6–8.
Murn, C. 2012. Field identiﬁcation of individual White-headed
Vultures Trigonoceps occipitalis using plumage patterns –
an information theoretic approach. Bird Study 59: 515–521.
Murn, C., Combrink, L., Ronaldson, G.S., Thompson, C. &
Botha, A. 2013. Population estimates of three vulture
species in Kruger National Park, South Africa. Ostrich 84: 1–
9.
Murn, C., Saeed, U., Khan, U. & Iqbal, S. 2014.
Population and spatial breeding dynamics of a Critically
Endangered Oriental White-backed Vulture Gyps
bengalensis colony in Sindh Province, Pakistan. Bird.
Conserv. Int. 25: 415–425.
Navarro, G. & Maldonado, M. 2002. Geografıa Ecologica de
Bolivia. Vegetacion y Ambientes Acuaticos. Cochabamba:
Centro de Ecologıa Simon I. Pati~no-Departamento de
Difusion.
Naveda-Rodrıguez, A., Vargas, F.H., Kohn, S. & Zapata-
Rıos, G. 2016. Andean Condor (Vultur gryphus) in Ecuador:
geographic distribution, population size and extinction risk.
PLoS One 11: e0151827.
Nichols, J.D. 1992. Sight-resight models. Bioscience 42: 94–
102.
Oaks, J.L., Gilbert, M., Virani, M.Z., Watson, R.T., Meteyer,
C.U., Rideout, B.A., Shivaprasad, H.L., Ahmed, S.,
Chaudhry, M.J.I., Arshad, M., Mahmood, S., Ali, A. &
Khan, A.A. 2004. Diclofenac residues as the cause of
vulture population decline in Pakistan. Nature 427: 630–633.
O’Brien, K. & Whitehead, H. 2013. Population analysis of
Endangered Northern Bottlenose whales on the Scotian
Shelf seven years after the establishment of a Marine
Protected Area. Endanger. Species Res. 21: 273–284.
Ogada, D.L., Keesing, F. & Virani, M.Z. 2012. Dropping
dead: causes and consequences of vulture population
declines worldwide. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 1249: 57–71.
Piper, S.E. 2006. Supplementary feedings programmes: how
necessary are they for the maintenance of numerous and
healthy populations. In Houston, D.C. & Piper, S.E. (eds)
Proceedings of the International Conference on
Conservation and Management of Vulture Populations: 41–
50. Thessaloniki: Natural History Museum of Crete.
Piper, S.E., Boshoff, A.F. & Scott, H.A. 1999. Modelling
survival rates in the Cape Griffon Gyps coprotheres, with
emphasis on the effects of supplementary feeding. Bird
Study 46: 230–238.
R Core Team 2015. R: A Language and Environment for
Statistical Computing. Vienna: R Foundation for Statistical
Computing. Available at: http://www.R-project.org/ (accessed
1 September 2015).
Rıos-Uzeda, B. & Wallace, R.B. 2007. Estimating the size of
the Andean Condor population in the Apolobamba
Mountains of Bolivia. J. Field Ornithol. 78: 170–175.
Rivest, L.P. & Baillargeon, S. 2014. Rcapture: Loglinear
Models for Capture-Recapture Experiments. R package
version 1.4-2. Available at: http://CRAN.R-project.org/packa
ge=Rcapture (accessed 1 September 2015).
Saenz-Jimenez, F., Parrado-Vargas, A., Perez-Torres, J.,
Sheppard, J.K. & Ciri, F. 2016. Andean Condor (Vultur
gryphus) nesting in northeastern Colombia and differences
in laying dates along the Andes. Ornitol. Neotrop. 27: 67–71.
Sarno, R.J., Franklin, W.L. & Prexl, W.S. 2000. Activity and
population characteristics of Andean Condors in southern
Chile. Rev. Chil. Hist. Nat. 73: 3–8.
Sarrazin, F., Bagnolini, C., Pinna, J.L., Danchin, E. &
Clobert, J. 1994. High survival estimates in a reintroduced
population of Griffon Vulture. Auk 111: 853–862.
Sekercioglu, C .H. 2006. Increasing awareness of avian
ecological function. Trends Ecol. Evol. 21: 464–471.
Sekercioglu, C .H., Daily, G.C. & Ehrlich, P.R. 2004.
Ecosystem consequences of bird declines. Proc. Natl Acad.
Sci. USA 101: 18042–18047.
Silver, S.C., Ostro, L.E.T., Marsh, L.K., Maffei, L., Noss,
A.J., Kelly, M., Wallace, R.B., Gomez, H. & Ayala, G.
2004. The use of camera traps for estimating jaguar
Panthera onca abundance and density using capture/
recapture analysis. Oryx 38: 148–154.
Smart, J., Amar, A., Sim, I.M.W., Etheridge, B., Cameron,
D., Christie, G. & Wilson, J.D. 2010. Illegal killing slows
population recovery of a re-introduced raptor of high
conservation concern – The Red Kite Milvus milvus. Biol.
Conserv. 143: 1278–1286.
Snyder, N.F.R. & Johnson, E.V. 1985. Photographic
censusing of the 1982–1983 California Condor population.
Condor 87: 1–13.
Snyder, N.F., Johnson, E.V. & Clendenen, D.A. 1987.
Primary molt of California condors. Condor 89: 468–485.
Stoynov, E., Peshev, H., Grozdanov, A., Delov, V.,
Vangelova, N. & Peshev, D. 2015. New data for the
presence and numbers of some conservation dependent
birds in Kresna Gorge with proposal of original method for
individual identiﬁcation of vultures. Ann. Univ. Soﬁa ‘St.
Kliment Ohridski’ Faculte Biol. 100: 320–331.
Tauler-Ametller, H., Hernandez-Matıas, A., Pretus, J.L. &
Real, J. 2017. Landﬁlls determine the distribution of an
© 2018 The Authors Ibis published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of British Ornithologists’ Union
10 D. Mendez, S. Marsden & H. Lloyd
expanding breeding population of the endangered Egyptian
Vulture Neophron percnopterus. Ibis 159: 757–768.
Usher, K.M., Groom, C. & Saunders, D.A. 2016. Identiﬁcation
of individual Carnaby’s Cockatoos Calyptorhynchus latirostris
from distinctive plumage markings. Austral. Zool. 38: 62–82.
Villafa~ne-Trujillo, A.J., Lopez-Gonzalez, C.A. & Kolowski,
J.M. 2018. Throat patch variation in Tayra (Eira barbara)
and the potential for individual identiﬁcation in the ﬁeld.
Diversity 10: 7.
Wallace, M.P. & Temple, S.A. 1987. Competitive interactions
within and between species in a guild of avian scavengers.
Auk 104: 290–295.
Received 4 September 2017;
revision accepted 23 September 2018.
Associate Editor: Staffan Roos.
SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Additional supporting information may be found
online in the Supporting Information section at
the end of the article.
Figure S1. Variation in individual natural mark-
ings observable in immature (ﬂying) Condors. All
images show damaged wing and tail feathers and
patterns of moult in the primary ﬂight feathers.
Figure S2. The number of resightings as a func-
tion of distance and time interval (number of days)
between subsequently surveyed feeding stations.
Table S1. Total number of Condors observed
from each of the 28 survey feeding stations.
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